POSITION 


AND 
TESTIMONY 


AGAINST 


All Swearing 


G SF © L« 


In which may be ſeen, 


\. That Chriſt hath forbidden all ſorts 
of Oaths. 

IT. What Chriſt hath ſubſtituted inſtead 
of an Oath. 

]I. Reaſons for that Prohibition and 
Subſtitution. 

With an Anſwer to all the material Ob- 
jections that are, or may be, alledged 
from the Scriptures: 


—_—_— 


London : Printed in the Year, 1692. 


| 


| 


—— 


———— — 


aa 


| 


AND 
TESTIMONY 


AGAINST 


| 


AllSwearing 


UNDERTHE 


GOSPEL 


In which may be ſeen, 


\{. That Chriſt hath forbidden all ſorts 
of Oaths. 

IT. What Chriſt hath ſubſtituted inſtead 
of an Oath. 

I. Reaſons for that Prohibition and 
Subſtitution, 

With an Anſwer to all the material Ob- 
jections that are, or may be, alledged 
from the Scriptures: 


London : Printed 1n the Year, 1692. 


—_—_—__— _— 


POSITION 


—— 


| 


To the READER. 


YOuſidering the Teſtimonies and Sufferings of 
he ſeveral Chriſtians. and conſcientious Per 
ſors formerly, againſt all Swearing z and now 
obſerving of late, that not only the Lawfulneſs 
of Oaths themſelves has been diſputed and pleaded 
for, as by the Athenians and. others, but alſo the 
Definition and Nature of an Oath; and what an 
Oath ts and what not, bave been ftarted andtook; 
notice of more than formerly 3 and alſo conſider- 
zng, on one ſtar, of the abounding of Swearing and 
aeteſtable Oaths, among many in this Nation, 
enough to draw down Fudements and divine Ven- 
geance upon it, as have been lately, for an Ex- 
ample, in other places beyond the Seas ; and alſo, 
on the other; ſiae, obſerving the Mearration of 
many, andthat in Authority too, in Condeſcention 
70. a People that have formerly ſuffered, becauſe 
they dur ſh not Swear at all”: 1conld not be eaſy in 
my mind, until 1 had Written and Pabliſh'd this 
z0.the World, hoping it may be of ſome nſe and 
ſervice to moſt, if not all Men. As fir to the 
Common and prophane Smearers, that now ſo much 

| aborind npon the Earth, by ſhewing ſuch the great 


danger 


To rhe Reader. 


danger they h;z.era thereby to their Souls (beſtae® 
theFudgments in general they may draw down upon 
themſelucs and others in the Land) And, Se- 
conaly, to ſuch as are in Authority, by propoſing 
and demonſtrating to them, by eviacnt Reaſons 
and eminent Authorities, the danger of impoſing 
Oarhs, or any higher Aſſeverations or Expreſſions 
(inſtead thereof) than plain and ſimple Speech, 
which 1 deſire all moderate Magiſtrates, that love 
and truly affet Liberty of Conſcience ( for 
whom 1 have great Reſpett and Aﬀettion) ſeri- 
ouſly to conſider of. ind, T birdly,. to thiſe that 

conſcientiouſly ſcruple any Oath, by ſhewing ſuch 

the danger of venturing to-uſe, inſtead of an Oath, 
any higher form or manner of Speech, than Chrift 
hath preſcribed and -allowsd them, left they be- 
drawn. anto an Oath unawares., So wiſhing and 
deſiring the good of \every one, and that the com- 

mon Swearers may'teave off Swearing, and the 

legal or mere ſolemn Swearers be ſatisfied with 

Evangelical Truth fpeaking, and thoſe that ave 

come. t9.: ſuch Truth ſpeaking, may never look. 
back from the ſumplicuy. of thai Teftumony : Tre- 

main a Friendto all;:efpecially the. moderate, - fir- 

cere and. ingenuow, of what Profeſſeon. or Per- 

ſuaſion [otver they may be. 0% ITY 


_ --»  Phitlothrenes. 
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The Pofition. 


ww. | 
ch | No Man ought to Swear (under the Go«. Wl 
th, | ſpel-diſpenſation) any kind of Oath, in 'T 
ft | any Caſe; neither by reaſon of any | 
w | Command from a lawful Magiſtrate ; | 
- | nor upon any other occaſion or reſpect | 
"A | whatſoever ; for theſe following Rea- | 
=: ſons. | 0 
"- i It 
+ ECAUSE Chriſt Jeſus, whom — ||; 


all Men ought to obey , and 
fear to break. his Commands , 
| hath commanded, Not to Swear 
| at all, Mat. x. 34. and inſtead thereof, in' 
> |! Verſe 37. commands, That oxr Speech be Yea, 

| yea; and Nay, nay; and faith, That wharſo- 
ever is more than theſe, cometh of evil. Now 
any Oath is more than theſe ; . and there- 
B | fore 


(2) 
fore being alſo forbad before, it muſt be of 
evll. | 

It. In at. 18. 16. in Caſe of Treſpaſs, 
where Evidences of Witneſſes is required, 
Chriſt's Command is, That in the Mouth of 
ewo or three Wuneſſes every word may be eſta- 
bliſhed : And not by the Oath of two or 
three Witneſſes; nor yet in the Mouth of 
two or three Swearers. = LW 

II. In Fames 5. 12. The Apoſtle com- 
mands, Above all things not to Swear, neither 
by Heeven, nor by Earth, nor by apy other Oath; 
but inſtead thereof bids, That ewr yea, be 
yea, and our nay, nay ; leſt ys fall into con- 
demnation, Here. the Apoſtle Fames is alſo 
very expreſs to the purpoſe, agreeing with 
Chriſt's Command before in Afat. 5. 34- 
Therefore he that Swears any Oath, does 
quite contrary to the Apoſtle*Nxpreſs Com- 
mand, and mult hazard Condemnation. 

IV. A true Chriſtian's Oath 1s needleſs ; 
becauſe fuch' an; one ' dare na more tell a 
Lie, than he dare to Ferfwear himſelf (if 
he ſhould Swear: ) And an-evil Man's cr 
falſe Chriſtian's Qath, is worthy of no more 
Credit than a Lier ; becauſe he that dares to 
break his Word or be a falſe Witneſs, m 
a ſokmn affirming or denying of any thing, 
has no fear of God nor awe-upon his Con- 
ſcience ; and therefore, what ſhould make 
ſuch 


i >» 

ſuch an one fear or ſcruple to break his Oath, 
if he Swears? Therefore, now, to what pur- 
poſe is the uſe of Oaths or Swearing, among 
thoſe that profeſs Chriſtianity ? 


OBFECTIONS 


Objefion 1, In Deut. 6. 13. andin 10. 
20. God commanded to Swear by his Name ; 
therefore Chriſt did not forbid ſuch Oaths 


. as was by the Name of God ; for the Father 


and the Son are one, and Immutable (or 
unchangeable) in their Nature and Will; 
and therefore how could the.Son fotbid that 
which the Father had commanded ? 

Anſwer, That Command of God was to 
them that were undet the Law,. to prevent 
them from ſFeating by ldols; and not to 


ſoch that are under the Goſpel, to whom 


Chriſt ſpoke: And therefore this proves no 
contrariety between the Father and the Son, 
any wore than the Sons taking away the firſt 
Things, that were commarided by God un- 
der the Law, that he might eſtabliſh the ſe- 
cotrd, which, he himſelf commanded vrider 
the Goſpel, as in Hb. 10, 9g, See alſo in 
Heb. 7. 12,18. and 8. 13. | 

Obje&. 2. In Iſaiah 19. 18. In a Prophecy 
relating to Goſpel times, 4s ſeems manifeſt 
from Verſe 20. it is ſaid, {har five Cirzes 
B 2 173 
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in the Land of Egypt ſhall ſpeak the Language of 
C anaan,and Swear by the Lord of Hoſts ; there: 
fore how can Swearing, by the Lord of 
Hoſts, be forbidden by Chriſt .in Goſpel 
times ? 

Anſw. If Swearing by the Lord of Hoſts 
be here propheſied of to bein Goſpel times, 
then by the ſame Reaſon from Verſe 21. to do 
Sacrifice and Oblation, muſt be alſo in Goſpel 
times, as Is there ſaid the Egyptians ſhall 
do ; and if ſo, how is the old Teſtament, 
wherein were the Sacrifices and Oblations, 
abrogated and diſannulled when the new 
Teſtament came ? As in Heb. 8. 13. | 

Ovjet. 3. In ſa 45- 23+ The Lord 
ſpeaking concerning ſuch times, as wherein 
all the ends of the Earth ſhall be ſayed (which 
ſurely muſt be in Goſpel times) {aid, That 
every Knee ſhall how to me, and every Tongue 
ſhall Swear : Therefore ſome Swearing mult be 
lawful in Goſpel times. . 

Azſw. The Apoſtle Paul, in Rom. 14. 11. 
who, without doubt, knew bow to interpret 
this Prophecy, yet he would not expreſs it 
in ſuch Terms as might contradict Chriſt's 
general Prohibition to Swear in Mat. 5. 34. 
therefore he words it thus, Every Knee ſhall 
bow to me, and every Tongue ſhall confeſs to 
Gea : Here the Apoſtle hath changed the 
word Swear, that was figuratively ſpoken - 
tne 
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the time ofthe Law,into Confeſs, in which it. 


was to be fulfilled in the time of the Goſpel. 
Therefore now it way be evident from hence, 
that ro Sentence or Prophecy ſpoken by the 
Prophets,tho? exprefſed in Moſaical Terms, 
or in ſuch Terms as were under the Law, 
ought to be expounded in any wiſe, to con- 
tradict any of Chriſt's general Commands or 
Prohibitions ; bur on the contrary, they muſt 
be expreſled in Goſpel Terms, that agree 
therewith ; as is manifeſt by the Apoltle's 
Example aforeſaid. | 
Obje. 4. In Iſa. 65. 16. In a Prophecy 
relating to ſuch times wherein new Heavens 


and a new Earth ſhall be. created (which: 


muſt be in the laſt times) it is ſaid, Ze that 
Sweareth in the Earth, ſhall Swear by the true 
God: Therefore it is lawful in the }aſt times, 
which are under the Goſpel, to Swear by the 
true God, | 

 Anſw. If according to the Apoſtle Paul's 
Example, before noted in Rom. 14. It. we 
change the word [Swear] by the true God, 
yato [Confeſs] unto the true Gad, we 
may Interpret it right, and in Goſpel terms, 


and then we ſhall not make the Propher 


ſeem tro contradict Chriſt, in Mar, 5. 24: 
who 1s Lord of all the Prophets, Apoſtles 
and Angels, And whom we are eſpecially to bear 
and obey in all things, AQ. 3. 22. And alſoto 

_ "9 confeſs 
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confeſs, bim, Phil. 2. 10. And therefore if there 
ſhould! ſeem zt any time a diſagreement be- 
tween the Sayings of Chriſt and the Pro- 
phets, or the Apoſtles either, Chriſt's 
Sayings ought not be ſtrained to comply with 
thzirs (:y4ho were his Servants) but on the 
contrary, their Sayipgs muſt yield and 
comply to his, who is their Lord, and whom 
we ought eſpccially to hear and obey in all 
things, as aforeſaid. | 

Object. 5. In Jerems. 12. 16, 17. It is ſaid, 
concerning the Gentiles, That if they will 
learn the ways of my People, to Swear by my 
Name (the Lord liveth, as they taught m 
Poople to Swear by Baal) then ſhall they be built 
in the midſt of my People But if they will nat 
obey, then will I utterly pluck, up and deſtroy 
that Nation, ſaith the Lord, Now here is 4 
Promiſe of Acceptance to thoſe that will learn 
to Swear by God's Name, and a Threatning 
of utter Deſtruftion to ſuch as will not ; 
therefore, now, how dare any- refuſe to 
Swear by the Name of God, upon a ſolemn 
and a” tawful Account ? : 
| Anſw, This was ſpoken under the Law, 
wherein Swearing was; and though it was 
ſpoken to the Gentiles, yet it was to ſuch 
Gentiles 'as taught J1ſzacl tro Swear by 
Baal ; and which muſt be: in Baal's time, 
that was long before the Goſpet times; 
cx ok os | Therefore 
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Therefore what is this to Chriſtians under 
the Goſpel'? But if ir could be proved that 
this Prophecy did relate to the Gentiles nnder 
the Goſpel, then, according to Paul's Expoli- 
tion of the word Swear under the Goſpel dif- 
penfation, #t muſt be expounded, that the 
muſt learn the ways of his People to Confefs 
to his Name, and that he liveth ; which is the 
duty of all Chriſtians to do, 2s in ar. 19. 
32. Rom. 10.9, 10. and 14.11. 

Object, 6. If Chriſt's Prohibition to Swear 
be ſo genefal, that no Oath is lawful to Swear, 
in any Caſe, under the Goſpel; why did the 
Apoſtle in Heb. 6. 16, ſay , For Men verily 
Swear by the greater, and an Oath for Confir- 
mation is to them an end of all Strife? _ 

Anſw. 'Fhe Apoftle ſpoke of ſuch Men as 
were under the Law, and by way of Similtcude 
why they ufed an Oath, in fach times as God 
confirmed his Promiſe to 4braham by an Oath: 
Now hereis no Command in theſe words of 
the Apoſtle for Men'to Swear ; nor any more 
tolleration for Men to Swear any Oath, that 
tive according to the Goſpel, than there is 
tolleration in Fam. 3. 9. for any to Curſe Men, 
becauſe the-Apoſtke there' faith, With the 
Tongue we bleſs Men, and therewith curſe we 
Men ; yet this ought not fo tobe 5 as is manifeſt 
inthe next Verſe © | 
! ObjetF, 5, If Chrift*s Saying in at. 5+ 


(Ss) 


37. Whatſoever us more than theſe cometh of evil, 
proves all Oaths to be evil, becauſe they are 
more than barely Yea, yea ; and Nay, nay; 
how is it that God hath Sworn himſelf, and 
commanded Men to Swear, as in Ger. 22. 16. 
- Deut. 16. 13 ? Surely God never did, or com- 
manded any thing that came from evil. 

Anſw. The doing of any thing after Chriſt 
hath forbidden it, is from evil, though not 
before z becauſe the breaking of Chriſt's 
Command is from eyil, and from the Devil ; 
for none elſe will tempt any one ſo to do 
(except ſuch as are hisServants and obey him.) 
Under the Law, God allowed an Eye for an 
Eye, and a Tooth for a Tooth, which then 
could not come from evil, becauſe God never 
allowed 2ny thing that came from evil; but 
after Chriſt had forbidden this, with other 
things that were allowed under the Law, and 
commanded the contrary inſtead thereof, the 
breaking of his Command cometh of evil, and. 
from the Devil that tempts Men thereunto. 

Coject. 8. If all Oaths are forbidden by 
Chriſt, and accounted then to be from evil 
how could the Angel have Sworn, in Kev. 10. 
6? Which was after Chriſt's Prohibition, in 
"at$. 36 5. 

Anſw. That Angel had a peculiar Com- 
miſſion That extended through the Law and 
the Prophets, wherein Swearing was, and 

| ſpoks 
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ſpoke as God's Repreſentative or Ambaſſador 
(which would be a preſumption for Men 
to imitatez ) for as God aforetime con- 
firmed his Promiſe unto Abraham, and to 
his whole Seed, by an Oath, Ger. 22. 16, 
ſo again by his Angel in Rev. 10. 6, 7. he 
ſeems in like manner (as by an Oath) to 
confirm the ſame Promiſe, that it ſhould then 
quickly be fulfilled, viz. rhat Time ſhould be 
no longer ; but that the Myſtery of God 
ſhould be finiſhed, as he had declared to his 
Servants the Prophets ; therefore that was 
no Example for us to follow. However, 
if any ſhall ill think this Anſwer not ſufficient 
or fall enough to the Matter, let it befur- 
ther conſidered, That we read no where that 
Chriſt forbad Angels to Swear ; but he 
plainly commanded Men not to Swear at 
all: So rhe evil lies in breaking Chriſt's 
Command, and in Men that ſo do, to whom 
his Command extenged. 
Obje&. g. Chriſt in Mar. 5. 34. forbad 
only ſuch Oaths asare made by the Crea- 
tures, as by Heaven, Earth, &c. becauſe he 
enumerates and mentions ſome ſuch created 
things, and all vain and raſh Oaths in 
familiar Diſcourſe 3; becauſe he faith, in 
Verſe 37. Let your Communication be Tea, yea ; 
and Nay, nay; and whatſoever 1s more than 
theſe(viz.in ourCommupication)comerh of evil. 
; Anſw. 
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Anſw. To Swear by the Creatures was 
forbidden in the Law, becauſe then none 
ought to Swear by any thing but by the 
Name of God and to Swear by God's Name, 
iz common Diſcourſe, is a taking of his 
Name i vain : But Chriſt, in the firſt place, 
before he mentioned any Creature, forbad 
ſuch Oaths as were to be performed unto 
the Lord, in old time that was under the 
Law ; which farely were not by any Crea- 
ture; but by his Name; nor yet vain and 
raſh Oaths, for ſuch were never commanded 
to be performed unto the Lord. Moreover 
Chriſt forbad Swearing by Ged the Creator, 
when he forbad Swearing by Heaven, Earth, 
©c, becauſe he gives that for the Reaſon why 
we ſhould not Sweer by theſe Creatures, 
(viz-) becauſe Heaven is the Throne of God, 
and the Earth is his Footftool ; ard none can 
Swear by the Throne of God, but he muſt 
Swear by his Creator that. fits thereon ; as is 
manifeſt in Mat. 23. a2. 
_ Okjef, 10. If no kind of Oath be lawful 
to Swear; why did the Apoſtle Pax! uſe fuch 
a form of Oath, in £ Cor. 15. 31. as in 
ſaying, I proteſt, by your rejoysing, T1 die 
@atly ? | 
 Frſw.. There is no word for I proteſt in 
the Greek : Moreover if theſe words could 
be made an.:Oath,. then the ' Apoſtle muſd of 
WW” -_--_ nevry 
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neceſſity have Sworn by their Rejoycing, 
and ſo by a Creature which was always 
unlawful 3 and therefore this cannot be 
accounred an Oath, without reflefting upon 
the Apoſtle as a Tranſgreſlor, both againſt 
the Law and Goſpel. 

Object. 11, If no Oath muſt be uſed, in 
any Caſe; how can Juſtice be adminiſtred 
according. to the Rule of the Goſpel (viz.) 
by the Teſtimony of two or three Wit- 
neſſes, at. 18. 16. in many Caſes where 
there is but one ſingle Witneſs, by which 
the Controverſy can be decided? As for 
Example, in one Cafe inltanced in Exod. 22, 
16, Li. If a Man deliver unto his Neighbour an 
Aſs,or an Ox, or a Sheep, or any Beaſt to keep ;; 
and it die, or be hurt, or driven away, no Man 
ſeeing it : Then ſhall an Oath of the Lordbe 
between hon both, that be hath not put bu 
hand to his Neighbours Goods ;, and the Owner 
of it ſhall accept "thereof, and he ſhall not make 

good. Now if in this, or ſuch a Caſe, 
the Man's bare word be taken for the Proof 
of his Innocency, the Controverſy will be 
decided by one only Witneſs, direCtly againlit 
Chriſt's PrecePt in Mar. 18. 16.. That zn the 
Mouth of two or three Witneſſes every word may 
ve eſtabliſhed. Therefore, in: ſuch Caſe, the 
gviltleſs Party muſt take in God to Witneſs 
with -him (viz, by bis Qath) that ſo the 
| Matter 
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Matter may be decided by two Witneſſes, at 
Jeaſt, according to Chriſt's Precept afore- 
ſaid, to wit, by him that makes the Oath, 
and by God, whom he calls to Witneſs with 
_ WD 
Anſw. ln ſuch a Caſe ifa Man doth Swear, 
and call God to Witneſs with him unto the 
Matter, yet this will not make it to bede- 
cided according to Chriſt's Precept ; for 
Chriſt ſaith, Take with thee one or two 
more ; that in the Mouth of two or three 
Witneſſes,” every word may be eſtabliſhed. 
Now the one or two more, beſides himſelf, 
muſt be humane Perſons, and not Gods ; 
except the Party can call two Gods to 'wit- 
refs with him, which is abſurd to ſuppoſe ; 
and alſo, in ſuch a Caſe, where there is two 
or three Witneſſes, it may be decided by 
Chriſt's Rule, without their Oaths : There- 
fore Chriſt's Rule, to have two or three Wit- 
neſles, extends only to ſuch Caſes as is 
pollible to have ſo many Wirneſles, and lays 
no neceſſity upon Swearing to the deciding 


thereof, according to, or by, his Precept. | 


And, moreover, if one Swearing, calls God 
to witneſs with him; how is the Matter in 
Controverſy decided, by the Mouth of two 
Wirneiles, according to Chriſt's Precept, 
when only by the Mouth of one Man, every 
word is ſpoken, to teſtify the ;truth in 
queſtion 
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queſtion? For if God ſhould teſtify or reveal 
the truth of ſuch a Matter in queſtion im- 
mediately by his own Mouth, there would be 
no need of any Man's Teſtimony to ſtreng- 
then his Evidence; becauſe no Man can add 
any thing to Gods immediate Revelation or 
Teſtimony, which is perfect of its ſelf, 


ObjeZ. 12. If Chriſt's Prohibition to 


Swear In Mat. 5. 34. be ſo general, that it 
admits of no limit or exception to the Sen- 
tence, ſo that none ought to Swear, in any 
Caſe, becauſe the words are general ; then, 
by the ſame Reaſon, none can lay up for 
himſelf any Treaſure on Earth, nor take 
thought for his Life what to eat or drink, 
&c., nor yet take thought (or care) for 
the Morrow, in any caſe, without breaking 
ſome other of Chriſt's expreſs Commands in 
the ſame Sermon, as in at. 6. 19. 25. 34. 
all which are as general as that againſt Swear- 
ing, in at. 5. 34. and then if it be ſo; 
how can any be induſtrious in their Imploy- 


| ments and Trades, and take care to provide 


for their Families ; which he that doth not 1s 
worſe than an Infidel, 1 7:m. 5. 8 ? There- 
fore for any Perſons to put ſuch a general 
and unlimited Conſtruction on any of Chriſt's 
Commands, when, according to ſuch of their 
own unlimited ſenſc, they themſelves are 
daily guilty of breaking ſome other of COR 

om- 
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Commands, and ſo condemn or diſlallow that | 


in one Caſe which they do and muſt of neceſſi- | 


ty allow in another Caſe, is ridiculous and 
great diſingenuity and confuſion. 


Anſw, Chriſt forbidding us to lay up Trea- | 


ſores for our ſelves on Earth, &c. extends 


ſet our Hearts on it; for our Hearts ought 
only to be with oor heavenly Treaſure, as Is 
manifeſt from Verſe 20, 21. Therefore, if 
any one can lay up things on Earth, where 
his Heart is not with them, Chriit's Come 
mand extends not to him, becauſe ſuch thingy 
are not properly his Treaſure; for the word 
Treaſure moſt properly ſigniftes, that which 
is moſt precious in his efteem. LikewHe, 
Chriſt forbidding us to take thought (or care) 
for our Lives, &c. and for the Morrow, is 
not to be anxious or too much czrefno], or 
diſtrafted or over-troubled in ones mind 


about them (which isalfo ſetting our Hearts | 
upon them) for ſo the words in the Greek | 


wearer and weyrmre, properly ſignify 3 
and therefore theſe Prohibitions re not fo 
general, 2s that in ar. 5. 34. concerning 
Swearing, which is alſo as full againſt all 
Oaths whatloever, both in the Greek and Ea- 
tin as in the Engliſh: However if it ſhonld be 
granted (ter Argument ſake) that thoſe Pro- 
hibirions aforeſaid, are as general in all Caſes 
as 


[ 


: 
| 
. 
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| 


only to ſich laying up earthly Treaſure as to | 
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as that of Swearing ; yet this will not prove 
that of Swearing any whit the Jeſs general, 
nor that any Perſon ovght to commit Sin, in 
breaking a Command of Chriſt's in any one 
thing, becauſe they may do ſo in fome other 


- | "things; but rather ſuch ought to repent and 
| leave off thoſe things wherein they do, or 
| have broke his Commands ( if it plainly fo 


appears) and be more carefol afterwards of 
keeping all his Commands. But if it be im- 
partially and ingenuouſly conſidered, there 
is but little ſftgn that thoſe Perſons are very 
careful of laying up for themſelves Treafures 
on Earth, or taking thonght for rheir Lives; 
or for the Morrow, who-hazard the lofin 
of all their earthly Things and Enjoyments; 
and their Lives and Liberty too, becanſe 
they dare not do that, which they believe, 
will be a breaking of Chriſt's Command, as 
aforeſaid. 

Object, 13. If all Oaths are forbidden'by 


' Chrift in Mar. 5. 34. how could the Apoſtle 
| Paw ( who without queſtion ) nnderftood 
the extent of Chrift's words, and would not 


do any thing contrary thereunto, fo often 
call God to witneſs to the Truth of what he 
ſaid (which is a formal Oath) as God #s my 
Witneſs, Rom. 1. 9? I call God for a Record 
upon my Soul, 2 Gor. 1. 23. Before God, TI lic 
ror, Gal. 1. 20, Godt: my Record, Phil. I. 8: 

Te 
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Te are Witneſſes, andGod alſe, 1 The. 2. 10; 
1 fay the truth in C briſt, T lie not ; my C onſc;- 
ence alſo bearing me Wuneſs in the Holy Ghoſt, 
Rom. 9. 1. | 
gr" If ſimply the ſaying God, or any 
thing elſe, is my Witneſs; or only the meer 
calling God, or any Creature for a Witneſs 
or Record, &c. on any Account, be a for- 
mal Oath, then Paul! Swore by the Men he 
wrote to, in 2 Theſ. 2. 10. as well as by God, 
when he ſaid, Ye are Witneſſes; and God al 
ſo. - And by the ſame Reaſon he Swore by 
his Conſcience in Rom. g. 1. when he ſaid, 
My Conſcience alſo bearing me Witneſs, Zc. 
And alſo by the like Reaſon, Moſes Swore by 
Heaven and Earth, in Dex. 41. 26. when he 
ſaid to the People, 1 call Heaven and Earth 
to Witneſs againſt you this day * All which 
would render Paul and Moſes too, to Swear 
by the Creatures ; which thoſe that plead 
againſt the univerſality of Chriſt's Prohibi- 
Lion themſelves, confeſs, were. always un- 
lawful, and a breach of Chriſt's Command 
In the Goſpel, and alſo of God's Command 
under the Law ; when he permitted Men to 
Swear only by his Name , according to 
their own Explication and Interpretation of 
them. 

So if ſuch Expreſſions could be proved 


Oarhs, it 1s wanifeſt that we ought not to 
IML- 


(17) 
imitate them for the Reaſons aforeſaid ; nei- 
ther are ſuch Examples of the Prophets and 
Apoſtles ſufficient or enough then, to invali- 
date to us now the Command of Chriſt, for 
the aboliſhing all Swearing, no more than 
Paul's then ſhaving his Head at Cenchrea, be- 
cauſe he had a Vow, As 18: 18. or his pu- 
rifying himſelf in the Temple, and offering 


. with the four Jews that had a Vow, As 21. 


26. or his circumciſing of T:mothy becauſe 
of the Jews, A&s 16.3. can warrant us to 
the Obſervation of thoſe legal Rires and Ce- 
remonles now ; nor indeed ought we to imi- 
tate the Prophets or Apoſtles in any parti- 
cular thing, without having any Warrant 
or Precept to us for the ſame , eſpecially 
when it ſees againſt any general and poſi- 
tive Command in Scripture, and moſt eſpe- 
clally when it ſeems direCtly 2gainſt any po- 
fitive Command or Prohibitionvf Chriſt, who 
1sLord of all theProphets, Apoſtles andAngels, 
and whom we are eſpecially to hear and obey 
in all things, A&-s 3-32. for though they were 
exemplary for us to imitate and follow, vet 
it muſt be in ſuch things that we are ſure 
they were followers of Chriſt, and that are 
alike binding to all Chriſtians, according 
tO the Apoſtle Paul's own Exhortation, in 
1 Cor, 11; 1, and not otherwiſe, as in Gal. 
i. V, S« | 
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But however, to find a better Expolition 
of the Expreſſions, ſuppojed ta be Qaths a- 
fore-mentianed, than to make the Apoſtle 
and Prophets tranſgrefloyrs, as atoreſaid , 
let it be ſcriqufly obſerved what the Defini- 
' tion or Nature and Subſtance of zn Oath is, 
which 1 here propoſe to all Men, as well ro 
the Ingenious and Learned, as to the Un-+ 
learned, to conſider of, with iny Reaſons 
hereafcer following. | 


An Oath, 'or the Subſtance of an Oath, us 4 
Religiaus Tye, or a Sacred Bond, when it us gi- 
ven for a Temparat or Earibly Ihing : As the be- 
ſeeching or inwokzng of God, . or any thing reve- 
renced and efteemed for a Deity, or the expreſ- 
fing or naming any ſuperiour thing 4s a Surety, 
that mot properly belongs ta God, whicy 15 not in 
any Man's power to diſpaſe of, and thereby bind- 
ing tne Soul 4s a Pann or Pledge for a Security to 
an Inferior, for confirming the truth of any Hy- 
man or Temporal Matter in queſtion s a Swear- 
ing. 

And this is alfo confirmed by the Original, 
or Etymology of the Word Furs, to Swear, 
from the beit Authorities, v:z. Faro ex Fure 
vel quaſs Fovem Oro, aut teſtem invoro—— 
Quzd j;arare proprie ſit ita ſanite promittere ac 

fi jus efſet. — Sea juris ſervands cauſa rels- 
gieſe afſevero. By which it ſeems, that Swear- 


ing 
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ing being firſt among the Heathens, was an 
invoking or uſing the Name of their God (or 
that which they reverenced as a Deity) for 
a Bond-tye or Security of their Afirmations 
and Promiſes, whereby they bound their 
Soul to their Idol as a Pledge, for the truth 
and certainty thereof ; ſo likewiſe when the 
Iſraclites were permitted toSwear by the true 
God, only for a time, to draw them off from 
their Idols; they, by the ſame reaſon, bound 
their Souls to him as a Pledge for a Security 
(which was better than to 'be bound to an 
Idol). And alſo by the Latin definition 'of 
the word Juramentum; Vit. Juramentam et 


aliquod mente Furatur. An Oath isa bond or . 


ſecurity of ſomething underſtood in the 
Mind , binding the Soul ard implying a 
Curſe, in cafe of not then ſpeaking the truth, 
though 'not perhaps ſo plainly expreſled 
in Words at length, as it is but in few 
Oaths. 
And this ſeems further. manifeſt, from ar. 
5- 34, 35, 35. where Chriſt gives ſome rea- 
fon why they ſhould not Swear by Heaven, 
Earth, nor Feraſalem, viz. becauſe one was 
God's Throne, and the other his Fcotſtoo), 
and the laſt his City ; and none could Swear 
by any of theſe Creatures, that moſt pro- 
pug belonged to God, bur he muſt Swear 
y the Creator; as is plain from 1;t. 23. 22: 
C 2 He 
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He that Swears by Heaven Swears by the 
Throne of God, and by him that fits there- 
on: So here is a Swearing by God implied, 
and conſequently a. binding the Soul, when 
only Heaven and a Creature is uſed or men- 
tioned tro Swear by ; the like Reaſon is, when 
one Swears by his Head, becauſe our Head 
and Body too are none of our own, but the 
Lords, Rem. 14. 8. and fo properly belong 
to God. And, therefore, this 1s plain to all 
| Men, That none ought, in any Caſe, to aſ- 
fign that for a Surety, Pawn or Pledge (tho? 
but an Earthly one, and much more a greater 
and higher) which is anothers and none of 
their own; nor that any one can lawfully 
give any thing which is aot in his power to 
diſpoſe of. . 

And ſo now ſeeing the nature of an Oath 
Is ſuch a binding of the Soul, for a Pawn or 
Pledge in temporal Afﬀatirs; was there not 
great reaſon why Chriſt diſcontinued the uſe 
of them, zmong Chriſtians, -by his Prohibi- 
tion in at. 5. 34? For let it be conſidered, 
whether it would not be an unreaſonable 
thing for any one to pawn his Soul for, or 
upon, any temporal matter, where there is 
no viſible or intelligible proportion. between 
the value of the Pawn or Pledge, and of the 
thing it was pawned for'?? And alſo, would 
it fot be a dangerous; thing to:run ſuch. a 

: + great 
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great hazard, in caſe of any miſtake, as hu- 
man Senſe and Underſtanding is ſubje& to, 
(tho' not deſignedly) as is frequently ſeen 
among thoſe that Swear in Courts and before 
Magiltrates, notwithſtanding the Bond: of 
their Oaths? And, alſo, might not this be 
one Reaſon too, why the Apoſtle Fames com- 
manded the Brethren, That, above allthings, 
they ſhould not Swear, ſeeing it is one of the 
moſt dangerous of all things , for any one ſo 
ſlightly ro put his Soul into ſuch a bazard, 
(like laying ones Soul for a Wager) by his 
own conſent and agreement? And would not 
all eſteem it a very unreaſonable thing of any 
Man that ſhould require a thouſand Pounds 
for a Pledge or Pawn, for any thing but of 
the value of a Shilling ? And yet this would 
be far ſhort of the Proportion of the value of 
a Soul, toany earthly temporal Matter. And 
doth it not alſo ſhew, that fuch as will give 
ſuch an extraordinary Pledge for a ſmall and 
trivial matter (in compariſon of the Pledge) 
when duly confidered, eſteem but lightly of 
their Souls, or of what they Pawn; as Eſas 
did, when he fold his Birth-right for a Meſs 
of Pottage ? 4 


And to prove that a Suretv, Pawn or. 


Pledge of the Soul. or of eternal and heaven- 
ly things, only makes or is properly called an 
Oath, when it is applied to, or offered, or 

| GC 3 given 
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given for temporal and: earthly Matters : 
Obſerve, That an Oath, according to the 
Apoſtle :in Zeb. 6. 16., is ſuch a Bond as is 
made by a greater ; which, conſequently may 
not'be ſo when-made by a leſſer. - Therefore, 
the ſame kind of Speech or Expreſſions, that 
are an Oath, being made.-b- a greater, may 
not ſo be when made by a kfler ; as by theſe 
following Inſtances.. Re 301 
Firſt, The caliny God to Witneſs, to bind any 
Afirmation,' Promiſe or Deniat, eſpecially 
when relating f@& temporal and leſſer Masters, 
moſt onde ftahding Men, and eſpecially the 
Learned, ir moſt Ages; accounted it an Oath; 
bur the calling a Man to Witneſsto any Mat- 
ter or FaCt, or to any Affirmation, Promiſe 
or Denial ; who counts it a Swearing ? Or 
that one Swear by the Man fo called ? 

ecordly, To fay, So do God to me, and 
more alſo if 1 do not ſuch a thing, is an Oath, 
2 Sam.3.35. ButtoſaytoaMan, So do thou 
to me and more alſo, if i do not ſuch a thing, 
who will account it an Oarh by the Man? | 
Thirdly, To ſay, Our Life for yours | will 
do ſuch a thing, 1s an Oath, Feſh. 2. 14, 17, 
29. But ſor one to ſay, My Horſe for thine [ 
will do ſuch a thing ; who will ſay that ſuch 
an one Swears by his Horſe? Except any will 
ſay; That every one that lays a Wager -al- 
ways Swears by the Wager that he lays. 
| | ; __ Hence 
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Hence may be ſeen that a temporal Surety 
and Security 1s only proper for temporal 
Matters, and ſech a Bond or Security is not 
accounted an Oath; but whatſoever is higher, 
as things of a divine and eternal Nature, are 
roo high add great to be offcred for a Surety 
and Security for temporal and earthly 
Things ; and therefore ſuch an extraordi- 
nary Bond or Security for ſuch an improper 
uſe Is accounted, and properly called an 
Oath. 

Therefore, according to the definition and 
nature of -an Oath, before mentioned; The 
invoking or calling God for a Witneſs, and many 
other high Expreſſions of the ApofHe's, that be 
ufed only in treating of divine Matters, and in- 
aced the appealing (after any manner) 10 God as 
Fudge, or any ways ufing bis ſacred Name, or 
mentioning any thing whereby it may be imployed, 
as by Heaven, Earth, &c. being only deſigned 
for a farther. ſtrengthning and confirming the 
Trath of any Speech, Afr mation, Promiſe or 
Denial, when relatirh only ro bumane, worldly 
and inferiour Matters, may be granted ts be an 
Oath ; but otherwiſe not ſo, when noſed only 
apon a divine and religions Acconnt. For the 


fame Words and Expreihions, either fuch as 


are found in the Scriptures, or others that 
zre commonly uſed in ſome Caſes, which are 
2ccd and lawful in themſelyes, when rightly 
CG 4 uſed, 
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uſed, way be an Oath or no Oath, accord- 
ing to their application, deſign and intent in 
uſing them ; as will furcher appear by the In- 
ſtances , Reaſans' and Demonſtrations fol- 
lowing. | 

1, If one ſhoald fay in Prayer, So help me 
God, that | may walk in thy ways ; here the 
words {[ So help me God] who will fay are 
an Oath ? But waen theie words | So help 
me God? are uſed to bind or confirm any 
Speech, or the truth thereof, in humane and 
temporal Afairs, they make up the common 
National Oath, for Jury-men, Wirneſles, 
SC. 

2. Likewiſe it one ſhould ſay (religiouſly 
ſpeaking) By Chrijts Blood the Saints are 
juſtified, or By. Chrifts Life they are ſaved, 
Rom. 5. 9, 10. Who will ſay, That there 
is the jeaſt Sign of any thing of the nature 
of an Oath in theſe Afirmations, or in them 
words ſouſed ? But if any one ſhould uſe theſe 
words { By Chrifts Blood] or [By Chrifts 
Life} in Affirmation or Denying, or in pro- 
miſing any thing relating to bumane, world- 
ly or temporal Matters; it would amount 
to 2n Oath of an high degree, or of the worſt 
ſort, that would be very irkſome and bur- 
theaſome for all ſober and religious_Perſons 
to hear. 


3, Alſo 
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3. Alſo, if one ſhould ſay ſimply, ina 
religious and ſerious manner, vpon ſome good 
occaſion, By God Lam ftifl alive and enjoy my 
health (meaning'his Power, Favour or Mer- 
cy) who will account this an Oath? Bur if a 
Drunkard or common Swearer ſhould uſe 
theſe very words in his uſual manner of Speak- 
ing, when only to confirm the truth of his 


Speech; or in his accuſtomed manner of 


Swearingz and expreſs all the ſame Sentence 
too; would not all that ſhould hear him, 
grant that he Swore by his Maker, that he 
was [till alive and enjo\ed his health ? 

4. To ſay or religiovily to affirm As 
the Lord liveth he will preſerve thoſe that fear 
his Name, and continually truſt in him from 
the ſnares of the evil onez who will acccount 
it an Oath? Bur for one to ſay, affirm or 
promiſe, any thing relating to humane and 
temporal Matters, in this manner ;z As the 
Lord liveth ſuch a thing is, or ſhall be done, 
&c. is called an Oath; as is manifeſt in 1 Sazr. 
19. 6, 20. 3. and 28. 10. and allo in Fer. 
38. 16. 

5. To aſſert or promiſe any thing, by the 
words [ Ged is my Witneſs or Record] when It 
relates only to humane and temporal Mat- 
ters, and to fatisfie ſuch incredulity or di- 
ſtruſt, rhat will be content with no leſs ſecu- 
rity than by the Name of God, may be an 

| Oath, 


( 26 ) 
Oath, becauſe his Name is here mentiond and 
vſcd as a Bond or Surety for an earthly and 
inferior Matter ; bat for one {enſtbly and fin- 
crely to ſay, God is my Witneſs or Record 
that 1 have lived in his fear ; who can ac- 
count it an Oath ? 

6- Though the Apoſtle Paul, Called God 
for a Record upon his Soul, to confirm his Af- 
ſertion of ſparing the Brethren, being in 
fome divine and religious reſpeCt, as iezms 
man!feſt in the next Chapter, and therefore 
might not then be 8n Oath in the Apoſtie : 
Yet what good Chiiſtians, in imitation of 
tkeie woreas, durit promiie or fs; in any 
thing rclating to common ard humane Aﬀairs, 
| call God for a Record upon my Soul, that 
1 wilt do, or I will not pertorm, fuch athing ; 
would not tais be as great an Oath, as if he 
had infſtead thereof uſed the words [ As the 
Lord liveth} or the words [So help me 
God ? } 

7. Likewife, though the Apoftle's ſaving, 
Now the things which | write unto yous Be- 
hold, before God, I lie not, might not be an 
Oath in the Apelſtle, becauſe he treated and 
wrote of religious and divine Things, in 
which reipect Gods Name, and the appealing 
to him too, may be lawfally uſed by fincere 
Chriſtians, in many Caſes: As for Inſtance, 
one may truly fy, I ſpeax er do a thing be- 
| fore, 
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fore, or in the preſence of God, if he be 
then livingly ſenſible thereof to aſliſt him in 
the peforming it; yet if another ſhould 
{peak the ſame words, that was not livingly 
ſenſible of his preſence at that time, he would 
Speak (if not Swear) falfſly, as well as he 
that ſaid, The Lord liveth (when he was 
not ſenlible thereof) Swote falfly ; though 
the Lord liveth, is as true in it-ſelf, as .that 
nothing can be ſpoken or done but it mult be 
ſo before God, as that it cannot be hid from 
his Preſence. And, further, for one to pro- 
miſe or ſay, BeforeGod, | will pay thee that 
Mony ; or, Before God, I will not ſtay here ; 
who will not account either of theſe Exprel- 
fionsto be an Oath ? 

And, moreover, it may be obſerved, that 
being the Apoſtle uſed the word [behold] 
before the words [before God] and which, 
in the Greek, 1s without any Point or Com- 
ma after the word ids, for behold, ard bath 
alſo the word © ſignifying becauſe, or that, 
which is omitted in the Engliſh, as #/* £y>moe 
Ts Iw@n« yiubuv. This Expreſſion may be 
tranſlated or underſtood in a moderater ſenſe 
than it is commonly taken in the Engliſh; as, 
Behold, before God, that I do not lie or 
ipeak falſe; as much as to ſay, Ido not ſpeak 
—_ in theſe things I wrire unto you, be- 
cauſe I am now ſenſibly before, or in the 
pre- 


_ conſidered, that to uſe the words [ befare 


or invoked to take notice thereof, asa Judgt 
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Preſence of God, and therefore I cannot mi- 
ſtake (or be diſappointed in the fruth there 
of, as the Greek word 4&5 gyay alj 
ſignifie) at ſuch atime. And let it be furthe 


God] to promiſe any humane, terrene orj 
earthly Matter by, cannot be lawful or ſafe, 
in any ſenſe however ; for in the firſt place 
altho? a Chriſtian may ſometimes ſay, or hath 
truly uſed them words in the Preſent and 
Preter Tenſe ;: yet who ca2 appoint a tline in 
the future, when he will approach to, .or be 
ſenſibly before God, ro perform any humane 
Matter in his preſence ? And if in ſaying, 
Before God [ will perform ſuch a Matter 
could be only underſtood in ſuch a comman 
ſenſe, as that all things are and -muſt be per- 
formed before him, becauſe nothing can be 
hid from bis preſence, it would be ſupertiu 
ous and uſing his Name in vain ; becauſe no 
thing can be done, but it muſt be before him ; 
as well the breaking of the Promiſe, as the 
performing it: Qr if ſuch a Seulc be exclud- 
ed (the poilibility of which is not eaſily te 
be conceived) whereby God is appealed toy 
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and ſo conſequently as a juft Revenger, in 
caſe of non-performance of the Matter pra 
miſed, which is of the nature of an Oath; 
to what purpoſe would it be for any one t: 
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vſe or require ſuch words for a ſtrengthning 
or confirming the ſaid Promiſe ? So by this 
Reaton alſo it would be an uſing or taking 
God's Name in valn. 

3, And alſo, though rhe Apoſtle Paul in 
Rom. g. 3. after having juſt before mention- 
ed bis godly Sorrow and Exerciſe for the /- 
raflites, &c. ſaid, I could wiſh my ſelf Ac- 
curſed from Chriſt for my Brethren, @&c. 
Yet what good Chriſtian durſt imitate or uſe 
theſe words of the Apoſtle, in fuch a diffe- 


rent ſenſe as he uſed them, as to wiſh himſelf 
Accurſed from Chriſt to confirm the truth of 
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anyAfirmation orPromiſe, and moſt eſpecially 
waen relating to humane and temporal Af- 
fairs ? And if any one ſhould promile or ſay, 
I wiſh my ſelf Accurſed from Chriſt, 1f I ſpeak 


falſe, or if I do not perform ſuch a thing z 


what fort of Oaths would any ſincere Chri- 
ſtian count worſer than ſuch an Expreſſion, 
though the Party ſhould excuſe himſelf, by 
improperly pleading the Apoltle's Example 


| for it, as before-mentioned ? 


So it is plain, from what hath been before- 
mentioned, That we z2re not to imitate the 
Apoſtles in any ſuch extraordinary Expreſli- 
ons, nor yet in every particular and extraor- 
dinary thiog they might ſay or do, except 
upon ſuch like occaſton, and that we had the 


' ſame Authority or Permiſſion, or a Com- 


mand 


(39) 
mand or Precept therefore; for we are only 
to imitate and be Followers of them, and all 
Chriſtians one of another, in all ſuch general 
Duties, as is plain we are all alike command- 
ed by our, and their Lord and Maſter, and 
not otherwiſe : For becauſe one Chriſtian has 
a Gift and Command to Preach, it doth not 
therefore follow, that all other Chriſtians 
muſt imitate him and be Preachers too ; nor 
becauſe another may have a Gift of Prophe- 
cying, ir will not follow, that all the reft 
muſt be Propheciers too, by only imitating 
him. | | 
But to come cloſer to the Matter ſtill, if 
poſlible, and to anſwer rhe moſt critical Qb- 
jetions as may or can be: If any would 
yet imitate any of the ſaid Apoſtles Expreſ- 
fions, in their Epiſtles, and nſe Gods ſacred 
Name for a Witneſs to, or a Confirmation 
of any thing ; ſurely they ought to do ir in 
the like Cafes and Senie, and by the fame 
Spirit and Authority, as the Apoſtles did, 
and wrote their Epiſties in ; orelie it cannoC 
have the ſame 4py»robation and acceptance 
(leeing Gods Nzme may be uſed amiſs and 1n 
vain) but the contrary. 

As for Example, Would it not be a pre- 
ſampiſfon, for ary Min, to Call or Summons 
an earthly King for a Wirneſs or as a Surety; 
to any of tne Man's own particular and fri- 
vial 
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vial Cavſes ? Yet if the ſame King ſhould 
commiſſionate or require any of his Subjects, 
to call him for a Witneſs or to be a Security 
for a thing, wherein the King's Cauſe is 
chiefly concerned ; it would be then no pre- 
{ſumption in a SubjeCt foto do. 

And, furthermore, ſeeing, according to 
ſeveral expreſs Scriptures, that none can 
Worſhip (or Adore or 'Reverence, accord- 
ing to the Greek) God aright without his 
Spirit, Foh. 4.23, 24. Nor can any ask or 
pray, as they ought, except in Chriſt's Name 
or by the Spirits help, Job. 14. 13, 14. Rom. 
8. 26, 279. No, nor yet ſo much as to truly 
ſay, that Jeſus is the Lord (though nothing 
is more true in it felf) without the Holy 
Ghoſt (or Spirit) 1 Cor. 12. 3. How can 
any, conſidering theſe things (that profeſs 
either the Scriptures or the Spirit, to be their 
Guide or Rule) invoke God for a Witneſs, 


or any other purpoſe, or any ways to imploy 


and uſe his Sacred Name for a Security in 
earthly Matters, if it was not 4 proper Oath 
(which is more than barely to ask aPetition in 


Prayer) in their own time? Or at the re- 
quirtngs of others, without they certainly 


know that they have his Commiſſion or the 
Aſſiſtance of his Spirit at the time, to per- 
form it rightly, and wich ſuch Cue reverence 
as they ought ? For if none can approach 


Gods 
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Gods preſence to worſhip him, or ſo much aq 
toask a Petition in Prayer, with a fit or dud 
Adoration or Reverence, without Chriſt'g 
Name or Authority, or the Spirit's aſſiſt 
ance z much more can any invoke God into| 
their preſence for a Witneſs or Surety, &c. 
with a ſufficient Adoration or Reverence, 
without his Commiſſion or the Aſſiſtance of 
his Spirit; for who are ſo bold, as perem- 
ptorily to approxzch the preſence of, or ſpeak 
to an earthly Prince, without his permiſſion 
firſt obrained, or ſome one to introduce him, 
or to mediate for him? Much more, bow 
dare any to invoke God into their preſence, 
upon any account, when they pleaſe, and at 
any time appointed by Man, without firſt 
having obtained a divice Permiſſion, or being 
required thereto by his Spirit ? 

Therefore, from hence it is evidently plain 
and clear, That we ought to have a care of 
vſing any other form or higher manner of 
Expreſſions for aflerting the truth, ard pro- 
miſing any thing 1n all Caſes, eſpecially re- 
ating to temporal Matrers, bur what may 
plainly agree with Chriſt's Precept or form 
of Speech, which he preſcribed and com- 
manded ns to uſe infiead of an Oath, ar. 5. 
37. viz. That our Word or Specch be Yea, 
yea ; and Nay, ray (2s is according to the 
Greek) which ſeems to be only a doubling of 
{uch 


much : 


; Or due 
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ſuch words that we commonly uſe for affirm- 
ing or denying of a thing, as Chriſt himſelf 
often did, when he faid, Verily, verily, left 
we ſhould ran into an Oath unawares, or ſo 
far 2s to ule or take God's Name in vain 
(thatis not to be uſed cuſtomarily or formally) 
or atleaſt imro any thing which Chriſt coont- 
& waS' more or higher than Yea, yea'z and 
Nay, nay $ and ſaid, comerh of evil: Not 
but. that I believe we may uſe other Words 
or Expreſlions for Yea,. yea ; and Nay,-nay ; 
that are equivalent thereunto, as truly. or 
verily, or ſuch like, for Yea and Amen are 
the. ſarhe, 2 Coy. 1. But not ſich as are 
higher ; for Chriſt's ſaying, Whatfoever 
are more (or more full according to the 
Greek) than theſe, cometh. of evil ,. fegns 
lainly ro imtimate that there: may be Mher 
Exprefions higher than- theſe, though not in 
the Superlative Degree;tbat are dangerous.to' 
uſe (if they can be leſſer than anOath) or elſe 
why-did Chriſt, here only, forbid what is in 
the Comparative' Degree to Yea, yea” 3- and 
Nay, nay ; after he had forbidden what'was 
in the Superlative Degree before in Verſe 34: 

wherrheforbad” all Oaths ? 


D : Now 


ow for a further Confirmation of all 
theſe Rexſons and Demonſtrations afore- 
mentioned, ſce what ſeveral of the moſt 
learned, famous and eminent Fathers, 
Doors, Chriſtians and Martyrs, in 
aivers and former Ages, have ſaid and 
believed concerning the ſame ; and eſpe- 


| cially that we ſhould not go higher, or 
exceed Chriſt's Evangelical Sentence of 


Tea, yea; and Nay, nay ; in all Caſes 


where Oaths are required. 


ti wrreT Epiſt. 33. F. ſaith; © Strange, 


<« that faithful Yea and Nay is ſtopt, 


&« when Perfidiouſneſs, with an Oath, can 
* paſs all Guards, Courts and Offices. 


Obſervation, Here this Author -believed, 
Thar Yea and Nay was ſufficient to be taken, 
in all Caſes, inſtead of an Oath. 


2. Tertul. de Idololatria, Cap. 11. © He 
* which ſigns a Bill of Security, containing 
© and confirmed by- an Oath, is guilty of 
* Swearing as if he had ſpoken it. 


Obſerr. 
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_Obferv. Here this learned Author eſteem'd 
aSwearer guilty of ſomething, which ſurely 
mult. be evil, and withal in ſuch neceſſary 
Caſes, as Bills. of Security ;. tho? the Perſon 
himſelf ſpoke not one Word, nor yet writ 
one Syllable of the Oath therein contained ; 
but only inſtead thereof ſet his Name to the 


Obſcrv. Here is the utmoſt Confirmation- 
that the Authorallows, and that only to ſuck 
3S may not at firſt perceive theTruth,and not- 
to gratify ſuch as queſtions it meerly from in- 
credulity and diſtruſt. ;2 


D 2 


3. Clem, Alex. Strom. Lib. 7. © It ſufficeth 
<* to add unto his Aftrming or Denying this, 
« viz. I ſpeak truly, That he begets Faith 
© in them who perceiveth not the ſtability 
* of his Anſwer. 


=y 


4 Clem. Alex, Strom. Lib. 7. © Neither 
« doth he Swear, as being one who hath ge= 
<<. termined to put for his affirming Yea, and 
{© for his denying Nay. 


| Obſerv. Here alſo the ſame Author counts 
Yea. and Nay ſufficient, inſtead of Swear- 


_ | ing 


>L Athas 
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$. Athanaſins, on the Paſſion of Chriſt, 
faith, ** The Evangelical Sentence of the 
*© Lord is, Let your Yea be Yea, and your 
© Nay, Nay; thus far we, whoare in Chrift, 
* may confirm our words with Aſſeverati- 
<« ons; and with nd forther Progreſs let us 
* flee to, or approach Oaths. | 


Obſerv. Whar can be ſaid plainer againſt 
riſing higher, or vfing any greater Altevera- 
tion than Yea, yea; and Nay, nay, inftead 
of Oaths ? 


6. Again, by the ſame learned and eminent 
Author on the ſame Subje&; © If, therefore, 
<< he that Swears hath Faith and Truth ; 
© what uſe is there of an Oath ? But if he 
© hath no Faith nor Troth ; why do we un- 
<< dertake ſuch an Impiety, that for poor 
& filly Men, and theſe Mortal too, we call 
© to witneſs God, that is above Men ? For 
*<-if it be a baſe part to call to witneſs: an 
* Ezrthly King, to the loweſt Judicature, as 
< one that js greater than both AQors and 
** Judges; why do we cite him that ts un- 
*© created to created things, and make God 
** fo be deſpiſed of Men ?hout. that exceeds 
* all Iniquity and Audacteuſneſs ; what then 
© is to bedone ? No more, but that our Yea 
© be Yea, and our Nay be Nay ; and, in 
&*& ſhort, that we do not lie. Ob- 
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Obſerv. Here are eminent Reaſons againft 
all Swearing, and the neceſlity thereof z as 
well for ſuch as cannot be believed and truft- 
ed, as for thoſe that can, though in Courts 
of Judicature: And, likewiſe, againft the 
uſing God's facred Name for a Sucety, &c. 
in human Aﬀairs: And, alſo, againſt ex» 
ceeding or going beyond the ſimplicity of 
Yea, yea 3 and Nay, Nay ; 1n all humane 
Caſes ard Afﬀairs. 


7. Hillary, on Mat. 5. 34. © Faith doth 
*© remove the cuſtom of an Oath, making the 
& buſineſles of our Life to be determined in 
& Truth, and laying aſide the affeting to 
*< deceive, preſcribing the ſ{tmplicity of 
* Speaking and Hearing,thac what was, was, 
«© 3nd what was not, was not that the bufi- 
«< neſs of deceiving might be apparent be- 
& tweenitis, ard it is not; and what is more 
«* 1s all of evil. 


Obſerv. Here this Author holds, That 
Faith preſcribes the ſimplicity of Speaking 
and Hearing, for determining the buſineſſes 


of our Life; and what is more than fuch 


ſimplicity, he connts to be all of evil. There- 
fore, whom ought Chriſtians to follow or 
imitate ; Faith, that preſcribed ſuch fampli- 
city ; or Infidelity and Diſtruſt, that at firſt, 
D 3 in- 


| 
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inſtead thereof, prefcrided (or was the cauſe 
of preſcribing) Oaths ? 


8. Chryſoſtem, on Mat. Hom. 17. © Then 
verily , when they appeared unfaithful, 
they called | God to witneſs, as giving a 
& Surety for zecurity for their words; for 
&* an Oath is a Suretyſhip, where their Be- 
© haviours have no truſt or credit. And be- 
*© cauſe Men ſo little truſt one another, they 
© ſeek God for a Surety, not Man. Secondly, 
*© be 1s 1n the ſame Crime who receives an 
« Oath, it he draws God to be a Surety for 
£ ContraQts, and ſay, that he will not truſt 
<* except he have him. Oh moxſtrens thing ! 
*© Oh ſhameful Difgrace ! Thou a Worm, 
*© Duſt and Aſhes, anda Vapour, dareſt thou 
* ſnatch thy Lord, who art ſuch an one, 
* for a Surety, and compelleſt to accept 
« him * 


th 


c 
c 


| an 


Ceſerv. Here this eminent Author, whom, 
and whoſe Authority the Martyrs often quo- 
ted and uſed, ſhews the danger of uſing or 
invoking (or as he calls it ſnatching) God's 
ſacred Name for a Surety, &c. in hamane 
Afﬀairs, as well to ſuch as require it, as T© 
t o'e hat {o wb Ir. 


9. For- 
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9. Farther, by the Author in the ſame Diſ- 
courſe, © Ye know not what God is» 
<« and with what Mouth he- ought to be in- 
* vocated. But now we vainly diſtraft that 
* honourable Name, which is a Name above 
* every Name, which is wonderful in all the 
© Earth, which the Devils hearing, do trem- 
© ble at ; Oh moſt contempetible Cuſtom, which 
« hath done that ! Ought not one even to 
« dread, when God is named ? But even a- 
« mong the Jews this Name was ſo Reve- 
&« verend, that it was written on the Plate 
* of the Mitre, and none might bear theſe 
« Letters of the Name of God, but only the 
« High Prieſt: And now, alſo, we bear his 
<< Name tenderly. If it was nort lawful for 
&« all to name God ſimply; how great Auda- 
<&« ciouſnels is it to call it in witneſs ? 


Obſery. Now let all conſider what Reaſons 
here are; that with whar Month, and with 
what extraordinary Fear and Reverence 
God's Name ought to be uſed, in any reſpect, 
which ſurely can never rightly be done by 
thoſe that have no Faith or Credit z nor yet 
by all that areor may be required to uſe it in 
humane and -earthly Afﬀairs. - Therefore, 
from hence may be ſeen an invincible Reaſon 
8gainſtall Swearing, and the naming or uſing 


God's ſacred Name any ways, to-conlirm the 
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Eroph of any Speech relating to: humane and 

worldly MaigersAs for ſuch as are true Men, 
Indices por lie,there is no need of any more 
than a &mple afirmipg or denial z and wana 


therrfreSwearing, and a}ſo the uſing of God s ſacred 


Name, muſt conſequently be in vain, which 
all Cariſtians will grant ought no to be; 
and for thoſe Men a$are falſe, and that their 
ſimple Aſlertion cannat be believed ; ſuch 
2re not worthy t@ baye God's Name in their 
Moyrhs. 


10. Likewiſe, il further, by the ſame 
Author; ** Telt me now if any ſhould call 
« down ao Angel from Heaven, and tell him, 
< That be muit ſand and hear our Sermons, 
<« as if he muſt be tbereby inſtryted ; would 
& ir not be a ridiculous and confuſed 
* thing ? 


Qbſerv. Here Is A compariſon againſt ap- 
plying ſuperiour things to earthly and infe- 
riour ules. 


11. Alſo, again, by the. fame Author ; 
© Do not uſethy Mouth go Swear, nor be 


© familiar wich the boly Name. 


_Offerv. Here is a pretty Caution againff 
ut'ng God's ſacred Name in common and 
| earthly 


(41) 
earthly Aﬀairs 5 becauſe it is too great to be 
uſed ſo commonly and familiarly. - 


12. Jerom ON Jer. 4 . Book 1. Chap. 3. 
« And what is ſaid is the old Teſtament? 
« "The Lord liveth is an Oath, to the con- 
<* demning of all the Dead, by whom all Ido- 
« latry Sweareth. 


Obſery. Here the words [ the Lord liveth] 
as they were uſed in the old Teſtament, in 
temporal Matters, is counted an Oath by this 
learned Expoſitor. 


13. Theophylaft. on Mar. 
« Swear or adjure more to Yea and Nay, is 
«© of the Devil. 


 Obſerv. Here's a Reproof for ſuch as can- 
not be content with the ſimplicity of Yea 
and Nay. 


14. Fanſenius on Mat. 5. ſaith, © Yea and 
* Amen are the ſame, 2 Cor, 1. not Swear- 
*© ing but Affirming. 


Obſerv. Here's an Authority, that Amen 
or Verily is but equivalentto Yea ; and fo, 
therefore , 
Oath. 


may be uſed inſtead of. an 
Euthyr- 


5. faith, © To 
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Enuthymins Zagabonus, on Mat. 5. Page g3. 
faith, ©* But let your Words be Yea, yea 
« and Nay, nay; ©&c. Let your Speech be, 


«< when you affirm, Yea z and when you de- 
« ny, Nay; and uſe only theſe for, or. in- 
<< ſtead of Oaths, ro Confirmation, and no 
& other than Yea and Ny: What is acjoyn- 
« ed beſides thele he callerh zn Oath. 


Obſerv. Here this Expoſitor is very ſtrict 
for the fimplicity of Yea and Nay, and thinks 
that Chriit eiteemed any thing, which 1s ad- 
ded beyond that, to be an Oath. 


' 16. F. Fox, Marty. V. 3.Pp.910,91 1. Eliza- 
beth Young ſaid, * I underſtand not what dh 
& Oath is, and therefore | will. take'na ſuch 
© thing upon me. And in Anſwer to the 
< Biſhop about ir, ſaid, Chriſt faith, That 
©< whatever Is more than Yea, yea; and 
& Nay, and Nay ; it cometh of evil. 


Obſerv. Here this ſincere Chriſtian , be- 
cauſe, not: underſtanding- the extent of 
Oarhs, dare venture no further than. Yea, 
yea; and Nay, nay; whatever ſhe ſuffer- 
ed therefore, which ſhe then run the hazard of. 


17. Eraſmus on Alat, 5. © Two words 


© be ſufficient, Nay and Yea 3 whereby 
| * thou 
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«© thov denieft that which thou doſt - not 
«© promiſe, and whereby thou doſt perform 
« thar which thou didſt promiſe by plain 
* word, that thou wouldſt do; if there be 
© any. more, beſides theſe, it muſt needs 
« come of Evil and Sin: 


Obſerv, Here is this learned Man's Judg- 
ment of the ſufficiency of Nay and Yea, and 
of the danger of exceeding them. 


18. Facobus Faber on Mat 5. Pag. 23, 24- 
* Unto true Men, it's ſufficient that a 
* true Man gain belief, if he ſay, thar 
* the Lord hath commanded Yea , yea, 
in affirming, Nay, nay, in denying . 
& Who ever ſpoke more ſeriouſly than our 
© Saviour ? Whom more neceſlary things ? 
* Yet he never uſed other Speech, than that 
« Verily, verily, I fay unto you, or ſome 
other ſuch like z which was a true form 
or manner to them that Swore nor. 


Obſerv. Here this Author is plain concern- 
ing what we may only uſe ipſtead of an 
Oath. 


19. Again, further, by the ſame Author z 
* If it be manifeſt that he that is called in- 
** to Judgment be verily good and true, it 
"ON « 1s 
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& is enough to hear of him, Yea or Nay 
« but if that be not evident, or that ir by, 
< evident that he is bad, perhaps that?s re 
<« quired of him which ought not to be ref 
© quired. 


Obſerv. Here's another Teſtimouy of tk 
ſufficiency of Yea and Nay, inftzad of ai 
Oath, to a true Man ; and ihe danger of re 
quiring more, though from one thaT is eithe 
doubtful or apparently falſe. 


20, Suzrez De quaſi, fur. Chriſt. p. 276 
faid, © Grant this were poſlibie to brings 
« God for a Witneſs (which this Author 
« queſtioned) it ſeems diſorderly to bring 
£ the Perſon of God to confirm Mens bufi 
< nefſes, Covenants or Words ; becauſe i 
<< js diſorderly to order things of an highe! 
« Order, to thoſe that are inferiour : Muct 
& orc is it diſorderly to mix the ſacred Au 
& thority of God to the prophane, or com: 
* mon Words and Buſineſs of Men. 


A 


Qbſcerv. Here is a notable Teſtimony « 
gainſt uſing God's ſacred Name to confirm 
bumane and temporal Afairs. 


21 . Foac. Camer, and P. Loſeler. Yillerins 
Marginal Note upon 44a. 5:37. ©* What 
| © ſoeve 
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1 © ſoever you vouch, vouch it barely ; and 


* whatſoever you deny, deny it barely; 
©*© without any more words. 


Obſerv. Here is another Teſtimony fot 


| the keeping to the ſimplicity oF equivalency 
| of Speech to Yea, yea; and Nay, nay. 


22. Biſhop Uſher, © If the Queſtion be 
© weighty, whether (faith the Biſhop) the 
** Doubt may be ended with Truly or Ve- 


{ *< rily ; ordoubtingly, with Verily, Verily, 
J © as Chriſt did for you, by. his Example, 
nd © We Ought to forbear an Oath, ze. 5. 


”" 7 
Obſerv. See here the utmoſt that this 


| learned and eminent Biſhop allows to be 


uſed inſtead of an Oath, although in doubt- 


| ful Caſes. 


23. Biſhop Gauden, in his Diſcourſe for 
ſolemn Swearing, fays or confeſles thus 
much, © That the ancient Chriſtians and 
* Fathers, Cc. (refuſing to Swear) ſaid to 
* the Heath-n , Chriſtsamms Sum, I ama 
© Chriſtian; to each other Yea, yea; Nay, 
© nay; thereby keeping up the SanCtity. and 
* Credis of their Profeſſion. 
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Obſerv. Then it is plain, thoſe that hays 
went, or ſhall go beyond this ſimplicity of 
Yea, yea; and Nay, Nay; did, or muſt, 
decline from the SanCtity and Credit of the 
Profeſſion of the Primitive Chriſtians 


24. © There was a People in the City [| 
« of Aiddleburgh that could not Swear at 
& all, called the Meniſts; who profered 
& tothe then Grave of Naſſax, and Prince of $1 
« Orange, that their Yea might paſs for an 


« Oath; and it was granted them in the : 
* year, 1577. a: 


Obſerv. See here, that theſe conſcientious |þ 
People profered no further than the ſimpli- 
city of their Yea, &c. to be taken inſtead of 
an Oath. 


So now, conſidering the demonſtrative 
Reaſons, and the many Authorities afore- 
mentioned, ſo wonderfully concurring to the 
ſame thing ; with what face or pretence can |. 
any, that fincerely profeſs Chriſtianity, take - 
any Oath? Or uſe any higher Expreſlions;, 
for confirming humane and temporal Mat- 
ters, than Chriſt's Evangelical Sentence of 
Yea, yea; and Nay, Nay ; or what is equi- 
valent thereto? And what Chriſtian Men; 
or Magiſtrates, or Powers of the Earth, can 
aw- 
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awfully preſcribe or require more than 
hriſt hath permitted herein ? And who can 
ndertake or pretend to preſcribe a better 
orm of Words or Expreſſion, than Chriſt 
jath preſcribed and allowed us, by his Com- 
mand and Example, to be uſed inſtead of 
an Oath ? 
Andif Chrift hath not limited us thereby to 
them bare words, or to that particular form 
m_ of Speech, yet ſurely he has to a degree of 
-e Ot ISpeech in our affirming or denying, beyond 
{ alt Jyhich, to be ſure, Chriſtians ought not to 
the go. But I think it is much eaſier, as well 
as ſafer, for them, to praCtiſe that or ſuch 
like-forms as Chriſt hath left us, than it will 


_ be to fix and agree to Overpluſes. 


d of 


hays 
ty of 
nuſt, 
' the 


City 


Ir at 


Here folow 4 few Lines, © 
wy of Poſteripe, from 


that took, a ſhort view of this 


Treatiſe ; which F thanghn 
meet alfo'to Infer. 


Have taken a ſhort view of this 
Manuſcript, with the Authorities 
therein quoted, and it feems ro me 
highly to favour the DoQrin of the Peo- 
ple called QUAKERS, who haveſ| 
been, and are, expoſed to great Sufte- 
rings, for cheir refuſing to Swear in any| 
& however, let none, therefore, 
{];ght the Authorities, Arguments and 
Reaſons therein urged, but rather, by 
EX- 
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xpreſs Scripture, without undue Con- 
--  fquences and "corrupt Meanings dif- 
" brove; for how mean ſoever the In- 
 Htraments are that God makes uſe of, 
hey are not to be {lighted ; tor the Als 
as made to rebuke, with Man's Voice, 
he Prophets madneſs, and then ſaw 
ore than he' did, and all his Blows 
\ Offould not get him forward ; and 
1 on#0* Reaſon you know was, he ſaw the 
 » Angel of the Lord with a drawn 
thi$$word in his Hand. And, notwith- 
nol anding , | the: Sufferings that the 
"SQ UAKERS have been, and are 
zxpoſed to, and the Laws that on this 
foot have been 'made apainſt them ; 
 _  lyet who can get [them -any further | 
this|than a bare affirming or denying, be- 
ritieSicauſe of Chriſt's Precept- and his Apo- 
 Meſſtles ?: And although they uſe the Name 
Peo-fof- God, , and-thofe very words in a reli- 
haveſgious: way, which makes' np the com- 
ulfe-|mon :and;foxmal- Oaths,- yet are very 
1 20y [cantious: of: making uſe of *that facred' 
fore, [Name . in. their worldly 'or temporat 
and Aftairs: 37: ad ws that - none _ 
T3 hb | ca | 
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call Jeſus, Lord, but by the Holy Ghofl: 
And.I haveiheard-they have bona ver : 
fallicitous 40 the Government, to hav. 
their ſolema Words taken inſtead d, 
an Oath, upon ſubjecting to the ſam(. 
Puniſhment or Penalties [that's dug: 
to Perjured Perſons, if they affirm of, 
deny falfly, which to me indeed feemy} 
very reaſonable to be granted them of: 
thoſe Terms : Although I have heard 
the Governimeat are for obliging them 
to ſome Form of Speech in their folemn| 
Afirmations, wherein the Name of 
God is-made uſe of, as theſe or the' like 
words, v4z. [before] '[in the preſence 

of God, which the tendency of this 
Treatiſe feemy-not- to:allow.1in ary tem- 
poral Atair;. without a particular Com 
mand ; and- likewiſe to: exclude that, 
becauſe it fo ſtriftly..conterids/ for the 
literal Senſe of Mat. 5: Jam. 5. That 
its not reaſonable 'to:conclude, that:God 
will . give a+ Command to any; to cow 
_ rradift his/;own:Son's:poſitive: Reevept. 
Upon the whole; I muſtconfels, - The 
plain and, ſ\nfle way: of affirming! or: 


deny - 
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Ghoſt denying- hath. a tendency: to: advance' 

| VErJthe- Repute of 'the- Chriſtian Rehpion's* 

> havſand:this CautiouſneiSof' imaking< uf& of 

ad qthe reverent Name of» God ii tetnpofat' 

: ſam Affairs, if duly» obſerved; would'" be''+ 
s dug pood ſtep» to para ſtop'to the:breach' 

rm Of of that Command, whichfforbids raking® 

feemy his Name+ in vain; thovztvithar may” 
:M Off be done, and-is to much in (Matters 
hearc relating -to: fpiritual Things, 'as'well' as 

theny cemporal; and'if once Peoples were come- 
olemi} to God's Spiritj/ and its Leavlings in/all** 
ne Off chings, as their Phraſes arez they would- 
e like not take his Name in'vain, in-any wile. 
ence} And for thoſ@thati look 'upon them 
ft this ſelves .concerned to-ſtand 'firm in'this-- 
 rem-| Teſtimony; and-moſteledr' areſtrift:to”* 
Com: the licerat Senſe - thereefy! ity! certain”? 
That,] chat not to make uſe of Phraſes or 
r the] Words :[before, or in the ſight, or pre- 
That| ſence of God] or to name God at all, 
t:God] is moſt likely to keep clear from thar 
0 co» which is more than Yea, yea; and Nay, 
ZCCÞt. | nay; and cometh of eyil; for if ance it be 
*'Fhe] allowed, that the Name 'of God may 
g: Or: | be made uſe of in affirming or denying, 
leny - or 


(32.) | 
or binding the truth of our Words. a- 
bout any tempora] Yatters; how ſhall 


we be able to diſtinguiſh: what is more 
than Yea, yea;and Nay, oay;that cometh 


of evil, and what is nor'? For if I ſay 
in Evidence, 10D relation to ſuch an At- 
fair [before God, or ſo-help me God, 
in the Sight or Preſence of. Go3] this 


is true or falſe, what do I leſs than 


Swear, and imply, by ſuch a Speech, 
God ſhould judge, condemn or pun- 
iſh me, if what TI afftirm-be not true ? 
And wherefore do I uſe it, but to beget 
a greater Credit to whar I ſay, by 
making uſe of -his Name that is greater 
than my felf;? Which, as the Apolitle 
{aid, is the manner of thoſe that Swear, 
to Swear by the greater, Heb. 6. 16. 


oitle 


vear, 
» 


"ale. 


